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PART 1

MEASURING THE IMPACT OF PUBLIC ACT 511

Introduction

Section 12 of Public Act 511 of 1988 (Community Corrections Act) requires the Office of Community Corrections
to submit a biannual report detailing the effectiveness of the programs and plans funded under this Act,
including an explanation of how the rate of commitment of prisoners to the state prison system has been
affected.

Section 8.4 of Public Act 511 states that the purpose of the Act is to “Provide appropriate sanctions and services
as sentencing options for imposition at the discretion of the court, including community supervision and
programming services for eligible offenders; Provide improved local services for individuals involved in the
criminal justice system with the goal of reducing the occurrence of repeat criminal offenses that result in a term
of incarceration or detention in jail or prison; Ensure the use of evidence-based practices to protect public safety
and rehabilitate the offender; Promote local control and management of community corrections programming;
Enhance, increase, and support the state and county partnership in the management of offenders.”

The Department of Corrections Statistical Report reflects that the State’s prison commitment rate was 34.7% in
1989, decreased to 25% in the mid 1990’s and remained relatively stable through 2003.

During 2003, the Department placed a renewed emphasis on the use of community-based sanctions/services
for straddle cell offenders, probation violators, and parole violators to control the State’s prison growth. The rate
of prison dispositions has steadily declined from 21.8% in CY 2003 to 20.6% through FY 2005. In FY 2006 the
rate climbed back to 21.7% as a result of some highly publicized crimes earlier in the year. The commitment
rate declined to 21.9% through FY 2014. Based on the CY 1989 prison disposition rate of 34.7%, if this rate was
applied to the total felony dispositions (50,977 dispositions) through FY 2014 the Department would have
experienced nearly 6,304 additional prison dispositions — the cost to incarcerate these additional offenders
would have been approximately $215.7 million.

Community Corrections Advisory Boards (CCABs) are required to focus on prison dispositions for their
county/counties in the annual comprehensive community corrections plan and application, establish goals and
objectives relative to the commitment rates, and concentrate on reducing or maintaining low prison admissions
for the priority target populations. The target groups include straddle cell offenders and probation violators.
These target groups were selected due to their potential impact on decreasing the prison commitment rates.
Straddle cell offenders can be sentenced to prison, jail, or probation, and the sentencing disposition may be
influenced by the availability of sanctions and treatment programs in the community. Probation violators
account for approximately one-fifth of the prison intake, and the percentage had steadily increased from the Mid
1990s thru 2002. Including these offenders in P.A. 511 programs offer community sanctions and treatment
programs as alternatives to a prison or jail sentence. The total number of probation violators sentenced to
prison declined from 2008 to 2012. In FY 2010, probation violators accounted for 2,137 (19.2%) of the total
prison dispositions compared 1,868 (17.2%) in FY 2014. Offenders under the Department of Corrections
supervision (i.e., probation, parole and prison) accounted for 34.0% (3682) of the total prison dispositions in FY
2014 — this number represents 739 fewer prison commitments compared to the total number (4,421) in FY 2010.

Analysis of the felony prison disposition data continues to support the selection of the priority target groups for
community corrections programs. Research indicates that community sanctions and treatment programs
provide alternatives to prison and jail sentences while increasing public safety by decreasing the recidivism
rates.

P.A. 511 funded community corrections programs are not the sole influence on prison commitment rates. The
rates may be affected by other programs such as substance abuse programs funded by the Michigan
Department of Community Health and federal monies, local and state vocational programs funded by
intermediate school districts or Michigan Works!, and other county-funded community corrections programs.
Other factors that affect the prison commitment rates are the state and local economy, crime rates, and
prosecutorial discretion.



Prison Population and Dispositions

Prison Population Projections

Section 401 of P.A. 59 of 2013 required the Department of Corrections to submit three and five year prison
population projections to the Legislature concurrent with the submission of the Executive Budget. For more
details regarding the prison population projections, a copy of the report prepared by the MDOC Office of
Research and Planning can be obtained from the Department’s website under the publications and information
section.

The Office of Research and Planning reports:

= The Michigan prison population decreased by 345 inmates during calendar year 2014, to a total of
43,359 prisoners at the end of the year (-0.8%). The small prison population decline followed modest
growth that had occurred during the previous two years (+800), so the population is still 455 inmates
larger than it was at the end of 2011 (which was the contemporary low mark).

= Nevertheless, the prison population is now 15.9% smaller than the record high of 51,554 inmates that
was reached in March of 2007 (now 8,195 inmates smaller than the peak population).

= The population projections issued in February of last year were 98.5% accurate at the end of 2014 (663
prisoners higher than actual population).

= Based on the latest available data, decreases in felony court dispositions, prison admissions, and parole
violator technical returns to prison were the factors responsible for the modest prison population decline
in 2014. Moves to parole and discharges on the maximum sentence also decreased, but by smaller
amounts, so the net difference in prison intake and returns to prison versus prison releases yielded the
small prison population decline.

= During 2014, the net operating capacity of the prisons was reduced by 46 beds, leaving the capacity of
the system 98.7% occupied at the end of the year, with 580 beds available across both the 32 prison
facilities and the 12 county jails that are currently housing MDOC prisoners in leased beds.

Factors Driving Prison Population Change:

The modest decline in the size of the prison population during 2014 was primarily due to a decrease in felony
court dispositions (down by a preliminary 4% from 2013 based on the latest available data), which then resulted
in a corresponding decrease in prison admissions with new sentences (down by a preliminary 3% from 2013).

Based on the latest available data, it appears that the prison intake decrease was driven by fewer parole
violators with new sentences to prison (-9%) and fewer probation violators sent to prison either for probation
violations or because of new sentences for crimes committed on probation (-5%). The fewer parole violators
with new sentences represented the 6th consecutive year of decline in that category of intake. New court
commitments of offenders who were not under the jurisdiction of the MDOC at the time of the offenses for which
convicted experienced little change in 2014 from 2013 (up < 1%).

Even though prison admissions for 2014 declined due to fewer felony court dispositions, there was a small
increase in the prison commitment rate among the likely 49,000+ felony court dispositions for the year.

Another factor in the small prison population decline was fewer parole revocations for technical violations of
parole conditions (tentatively down about 2% from 2013 based on the latest available data).

The prison population decrease during 2014 (-345 inmates) might have been larger except that prison releases
also declined, just not as much as the decreases in admissions and returns to prison:



= Moves to parole decreased by a preliminary 2% in 2014 compared to the previous year, due
primarily to fewer parole decisions compared to the previous year, but also to a lesser extent by
a marginally lower parole approval rate compared to the previous year.

= Discharges on the maximum sentence (either without parole, or after parole and return to prison
for technical violations) decreased in 2014 for the 9th consecutive year (a preliminary 3% drop
in max outs for the year). Given the long downward trend, max outs have become much less of
a factor in prison population change.

OMNI Statewide Disposition Data

Michigan Department of Corrections data collection and analysis functions have been largely migrated to a
multi-faceted system called OMNI. The OMNI system provides the capability of analyzing data in a relatively
short-time frame. The following narrative and associated tables contain information from some of the OMNI
Statewide Disposition data for FY 2011 through FY 2014. The OMNI extract data is based on the most serious
offense for each sentencing date — no records are excluded.

The OMNI prison disposition data provides an overview of prison commitments, jail utilization, and progress
toward addressing State and local objectives, and factors which contribute to attainment of the objectives.
Some data sets reference Group 1 offenses (Homicide, Robbery, CSC, Assault, Other Sex Offenses, Assaultive
Other, Burglary, and Weapon Possession) and Group 2 offenses (Larceny, Fraud, Forgery/Embezzlement,
Motor Vehicle, Malicious Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3" and Other Non-Assaultive). The Group 1 offense
categories are more serious crimes whereas the Group 2 offenses are less assaultive and perceived as more
appropriate to target for P.A. 511 programming.

OMNI Felony Dispositions — FY 2011 through FY 2014

Table Sets 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, and 1.4 examine the OMNI Statewide Disposition data, summarizing data by the most
serious offense for each individual disposition. This provides “gross” dispositions which are useful in analyzing
the decision points that drive disposition rates at the local level. The data includes overviews at the statewide
level, with several progressively detailed summaries.

- The total number of dispositions statewide declined (-2.5%) from 50,678 in FY 2011 to 49,406 in FY
2014.
- The overall prison commitment rate for the State increased from 20% (10,135 dispositions) in FY
2011 to 21.9% (10,840 dispositions) in FY 2014.
- The following provides more detail regarding the total number of prison dispositions in FY 2013
compared to FY 2014:
= 6,633 (61.2%) of the dispositions were for Group 1 offenses in FY 2014 compared to
6,776 (63.0%) in FY 2013.
= 4,207 (38.8%) of the dispositions were for Group 2 offenses in FY 2014 compared to
3,983 (37.0%) in FY 2013.
= In FY 2014, offenders under the supervision (i.e., probation, parole and prison) of MDOC
accounted for 33.9% (3,682) of the total prison dispositions compared to 35.0% (3,765) in
FY 2013.

- Statewide jail only dispositions increased from 9,545 in FY 2011 to 9,780 in FY 2014.
- The statewide straddle cell prison commitment rate increased from 30.7% (3,475 dispositions) in
FY 2011 compared to 33.2% (3,765 dispositions) in FY 2014.

OUIL 3™ OMNI Statewide Disposition Data - FY 2011 through FY 2014
Table 1.5 examines the FY 2011 through FY 2014 Statewide Dispositions for OUIL 3" offenders.
A comparison of the data shows the following trends:
- The total number of OUIL 3" dispositions decreased from 3,064 in FY 2011 to 2,660 in FY 2014.
- The prison commitment rate for OUIL 3" offenders increased from 18.0% (553 dispositions) in FY

2011 to 18.2% (484 dispositions) in FY 2014; however, there were 69 fewer prison dispositions.
- A factor that has likely impacted the number of OUIL 3" dispositions is the Michigan State Police



efforts to crack down on drunk drivers as part of a federal grant for additional enforcement in 44
counties over the past several years.

Table 1.1

Based Upon OMNI Data - Most Serious Offense per Dis

Office of Community Corrections

Statewide Dispositions - Fiscal Year 2014
position Date - No Record Exclusions

Overall Dispositions - October 2013 thru September 2014

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Prison 10,840 21.9 21.9 21.9
Jail 9,780 19.8 19.8 41.7
Jail/Prob 17840 36.1 36.1 77.8
Probation 10578 21.4 21.4 99.2
Other 368 7 7 100.0
Total 49406 100.0 100.0
Probation,
10578 Other, 368
Prison, 10840
Jail, 9780
Jail/Prob,
17840
Statewide Fiscal Year 2014 Dispositions by Guidelin e Group
DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
Guideline  SGL NA Count 1870 2302 1086 1649 120 7027
% within Guideline 26.6% 32.8% 15.5% 23.5% 1.7% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 912 5270 12065 7544 193 25984
% within Guideline 3.5% 20.3% 46.4% 29.0% 7% 100.0%
Straddle Count 3765 2137 4196 1217 40 11355
% within Guideline 33.2% 18.8% 37.0% 10.7% 4% 100.0%
Presumptive Count 4293 71 493 168 15 5040
% within Guideline 85.2% 1.4% 9.8% 3.3% 3% 100.0%
Total Count 10840 9780 17840 10578 368 49406
% within Guideline 21.9% 19.8% 36.1% 21.4% 7% 100.0%




Statewide Fiscal Year 2014 Dispositions by Offense  Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Offense  Offense Groupl  Count 6633 2746 5400 3427 83 18289
Group % within Offense Group 36.3% 15.0% 29.5% 18.7% 5% 100.0%
Offense Group2 ~ Count 4207 7034 12440 7151 285 31117
% within Offense Group 13.5% 22.6% 40.0 23.0% 9% 100.0%
Total Count 10840 9780 17840 10578 368 49406
% within Offense Group 21.9% 19.8% 36.1% 21.4% 7% 100.0%

Statewide: Fiscal Year 2014 OMNI Dispositions, Listed by Guideline and Offense Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail'lProb - Probation Orther Total
SGL NA COffense Group1  Count 1323 G50 339 53 24 28497
% 457 235 11.7 18.3 B 100.0
Offense Group2  Count 547 1,622 747 1,118 =151 4 130
% 13.2 383 181 271 2. 100.0
Total Count 1,870 2,302 1,088 1.649 120 7,027
% 266 328 15.5 235 1T.F 100.0
Intermediate Offense Group Count 344 1312 3,213 2,302 38 7,209
% 48 182 446 319 5 100.0
Offense Group2  Count 5EBB 3958 8,852 5.242 155 18,775
% 3.0 211 471 2748 B 100.0
Total Count 912 5.270 12,065 7,544 193 25,984
% 35 203 464 290 F} 100.0
Straddle Offense Group1  Count 1,457 701 1,550 477 6 4,191
% 5 16.7 3ro 11.4 1 100.0
Offense Group?2 Count 2308 1,436 2 646 740 4 7,164
% 322 2000 3689 10.3 3 100.0
Total Count 3,785 2137 4. 196 1,217 40 11,355
% 332 18.8 3rao 10.7 A 100.0
Presumptive Offense Group1 Count 3,509 23 298 "7 12 3002
% a7.48 1.3 75 29 A 100.0
Offense Group?2 Count Te4 18 195 51 1,048
% 748 17 18.6 449 100.0
Total Count 4293 7 493 168 15 5,040
% g5.2 14 9.5 33 B 100.0

Group 1 offenses: Homicide, Robbery, CSC, Assault, Other Sex Offenses, Assaultive Other, Burglary, and Weapon Possession.
Group 2 offenses: Larceny, Fraud, Forgery/Embezzle, Motor Vehicle, Mal. Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3" and Other Non-Asslt.



Table 1.2 Office of Community Corrections

Statewide Dispositions - Fiscal Year 2013
Based Upon OMNI Data - Most Serious Offense per Dis __ position Date - No Record Exclusions

Overall Dispositions - October 2012 thru September 2013

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Prison 10759 21.1 21.1 21.1
Jail 10482 20.6 20.6 41.7
Jail/Prob 18169 35.6 35.6 77.3
Probation 11185 21.9 21.9 99.2
Other 382 7 7 100.0
Total 50977 100.0 100.0
Probation, Other, 382
11185 Prison, 10759

JaiI/Prob,/

18169

Statewide Fiscal Year 2013 Dispositions by Guidelin e Group

DISPOSITION

Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Guideline SGL NA Count 1741 2639 1132 1706 94 7312
% within Guideline 23.8% 36.1% 15.5% 23.3% 1.3% 100.0%

Intermediate Count 956 5555 12261 7941 216 26929
% within Guideline 3.6% 20.6% 45.5% 29.5% .8% 100.0%

Straddle Count 3836 2202 4338 1336 49 11791
% within Guideline 32.5% 18.7% 36.8% 11.6% 4% 100.0%

Presumptive Count 4226 86 438 172 23 4945
% within Guideline 85.5% 1.7% 8.9% 3.5% 5% 100.0%

Total Count 10759 10482 18169 11185 382 50977
% within Guideline 21.1% 20.6% 35.6% 21.9% 7% 100.0%




Statewide Fiscal Year 2013 Dispositions by Offense  Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Offense  Offense Groupl  Count 6776 3161 5784 3681 103 19505
Group % within Offense Group 34.7% 16.2% 29.7% 18.9% 5% 100.0%
Offense Group2 ~ Count 3983 7321 12385 7504 279 31472

% within Offense Group 12.7% 23.3% 39.5% 23.8% 9% 100.0%

Total Count 10759 10482 18169 11185 382 50678
% within Offense Group 21.1% 20.6% 35.6% 21.9% 7% 100.0%

Statewide: Fiscal Year 2013 OMNI Dispositions, Listed by Guideline and Offense Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob  Probation Other Total

SGL NA Offense Group1 Count 1,276 837 364 297 25 3,099
% 41.2 27.0 1.7 19.3 8 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 465 1,802 768 1,109 69 4,213

Yo 11.0 428 18.2 26.3 16 100.0

Total Count 1,741 2,639 1,132 1,706 94 7,312

Yo 238 36.1 15.5 233 1.3 100.0

Intermediate  Offense Group1 Count 387 1,526 3,440 2,455 38 7,846
% 4.9 19.4 438 3.3 5 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 569 4,029 8,821 5,486 178 19,083

Yo 3.0 211 46.2 287 R 100.0

Total Count 996 5,535 12,261 7,941 216 26,929

Yo 3.6 206 455 29.5 8 100.0

Straddle Offense Group1 Count 1,082 741 1,673 311 20 4,527
% 39 16.4 370 11.3 4 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 2,254 1,461 2,665 855 29 7,264

Yo 31.0 201 36.7 11.8 4 100.0

Total Count 3,836 2,202 4,338 1,366 49 11,791

Yo 32.5 18.7 36.8 11.6 4 100.0

Presumptive  Offense Group1 Count 3,531 57 307 118 20 4,033
%o 876 1.4 7.6 29 ] 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 695 29 131 54 3 912

Yo 76.2 3.2 14.4 9.9 3 100.0

Total Count 4226 86 438 172 23 4,945

% 855 1.7 89 3.5 5 100.0

Group 1 offenses: Homicide, Robbery, CSC, Assault, Other Sex Offenses, Assaultive Other, Burglary, and Weapon Possession.
Group 2 offenses: Larceny, Fraud, Forgery/Embezzle, Motor Vehicle, Mal. Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3'd, and Other Non-Assilt.



Table 1.3

Based Upon OMNI Data - Most Serious Offense per Dis

Office of Community Corrections
Statewide Dispositions - Fiscal Year 2012

Overall Dispositions - October 2011 thru September 2012

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Prison 10547 20.7 20.7 20.7

Jail 10202 20.1 20.1 40.8

Jail/Prob 17673 34.8 34.8 75.6

Probation 12012 23.6 23.6 99.2

Other 399 .8 .8 100.0

Total 50833 100.0 100.0

Probation, Other, 399
12012 \ Prison, 10547
Jail, 10202

JaiI/Prob,/

17673

Statewide Dispositions Within Guideline Group

position Date - No Record Exclusions

DISPOSITION

Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Guideline SGL NA Count 1618 2144 1034 1567 120 6483
Group % within Guideline 25.0% 33.1% 15.9% 24.2% 1.9% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 933 5588 11979 8758 198 27456
% within Guideline 3.4% 20.4% 43.6% 31.9% 1% 100.0%
Straddle Count 3791 2361 4196 1485 58 11891
% within Guideline 31.9% 19.9% 35.3% 12.5% 5% 100.0%

Presumptive Count 4205 109 464 202 23 5003
% within Guideline 84.0% 2.2% 9.3% 4.0% .5% 100.0%
Total Count 10547 10202 17673 12012 399 50833
% within Guideline 20.7% 20.1% 34.8% 23.6% .8% 100.0%
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Statewide Fiscal Year 2012 Dispositions by Offense  Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Offense  Offense Groupl  Count 6630 3063 5634 3994 107 19428
Group % within Offense Group 34.1% 15.8% 29.0% 20.6% 6% 100.0%
Offense Group2 ~ Count 3917 7139 12039 8018 292 31405

% within Offense Group 12.5% 22.7% 38.3% 25.5% 9% 100.0%

Total Count 10547 10202 17673 12012 399 50833
% within Offense Group 20.7% 20.1% 34.8% 23.6% 8% 100.0%

Statewide: Fiscal Year 2012 OMNI Dispositions, Listed by Guideline and Offense Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail JaillProb  Probation Other Total
SGL NA Offense Group1  Count 1,236 644 354 577 a7 2,848
% 434 226 12 4 203 13 100.0
Offense Group2  Count 382 1,500 680 990 83 3,635
% 10.5 413 187 272 23 100.0
Total Count 1,618 2,144 1,034 1,567 120 5,483
% 250 33.1 15.9 242 1.9 100.0
Intermediate  Offense Group1 Count 376 1,536 3,318 2,688 38 7,956
% 4.7 19.3 41.7 33.8 ] 100.0
Offense Group2  Count 557 4,052 8,661 6,070 160 19,500
% 29 208 44 4 31.1 8 100.0
Total Count 933 5,588 11,979 8,758 198 27,456
% 34 204 436 319 T 100.0
Straddle Offense Group1 Count 1,520 810 1,641 o87 13 4,571
% 333 17.7 359 128 3 100.0
Offense Group2  Count 2271 1,551 2,555 898 45 7,320
% 3.0 212 349 123 B 100.0
Total Count 3,79 2,361 4196 1,485 58 11,891
% 319 19.9 353 12.5 ] 100.0
Presumptive  Offense Group1 Count 3.498 73 321 142 19 4,053
%o 863 18 79 35 ] 100.0
Offense Group2  Count 707 36 143 60 4 950
% 74 4 38 151 63 4 100.0
Total Count 4,205 109 464 202 23 5,003
% 840 22 93 40 ] 100.0

Group 1 offenses: Homicide, Robbery, CSC, Assault, Other Sex Offenses, Assaultive Other, Burglary, and Weapon Possession.
Group 2 offenses: Larceny, Fraud, Forgery/Embezzle, Motor Vehicle, Mal. Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3" and Other Non-Asslt.
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Table 1.4

Office of Community Corrections

Statewide Dispositions - Fiscal Year 2011
Based Upon OMNI Data - Most Serious Offense per Dis __ position Date - No Record Exclusions

Overall Dispositions - October 2010 thru September 2011

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Prison 10135 20.0 20.0 20.0
Jail 9545 18.8 18.8 38.8
Jail/Prob 17863 35.2 35.2 74.0
Probation 12714 25.1 25.1 99.1
Other 421 .8 .8 100.0
Total 50678 100.0 100.0
Probation, Other, 421
12714 Prison, 10135
Jail, 9545
\
Jail/Prob,
17863
Statewide Fiscal Year 2011 Dispositions by Guidelin e Group
DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
Guideline Group SGL NA Count 1623 1830 1027 1604 115 6199
% within Guideline Group 26.2% 29.5% 16.6% 25.9% 1.9% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 850 5495 12184 9423 219 28171
% within Guideline Group 3.0% 19.5% 43.3% 33.4% .8% 100.0%
Straddle Count 3475 2121 4212 1467 61 11336
% within Guideline Group 30.7% 18.7% 37.2% 12.9% .5% 100.0%
Presumptive Count 4187 99 440 220 26 4972
% within Guideline Group 84.2% 2.0% 8.8% 4.4% .5% 100.0%
Total Count 10135 9545 17863 12714 421 50678
% within Guideline Group 20.0% 18.8% 35.2% 25.1% .8% 100.0%
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Statewide Fiscal Year 2011 Dispositions by Offense Group
DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
Offense Offense Groupl Count 6470 2808 5545 4119 108 19050
Group % within Offense Group 34.0% 14.7% 29.1% 21.6% 6% 100.0%
Offense Group2 Count 3665 6737 12318 8595 313 31628
% within Offense Group 11.6% 21.3% 38.9% 27.2% 1.0% 100.0%
Total Count 10135 9545 17863 12714 421 50678
% within Offense Group 20.0% 18.8% 35.2% 25.1% .8% 100.0%
Statewide Fiscal Year 2011 Dispositions by Guidelin e and Offense Group
DISPOSITION
Guideline Group Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation  Other Total
SGL NA Offense Groupl Count 1228 524 333 616 26 2737
% within Offense Group 45.2% 19.1% 12.2% 22.5% 9% 100.0%
Offense Group2 Count 385 1306 694 989 89 3462
% within Offense Group 11.1% 37.7% 20.0% 28.5% 2.6% 100.0%
Total Count 1623 1830 1027 1604 115 6199
% within Offense Group 26.2% 29.5% 16.6% 25.9% 1.9% 100.0%
Intermediate Offense Groupl Count 338 1484 3244 2731 40 7837
% within Offense Group 4.3% 18.9% 41.4% 34.8% .5% 100.0%
Offense Group2 Count 512 4011 8940 6692 179 20334
% within Offense Group 2.5% 19.7% 44.0% 32.9% .9% 100.0%
Total Count 850 5495 12184 9423 219 28171
% within Offense Group 3.0% 19.5% 43.3% 33.4% .8% 100.0%
Straddle Offense Groupl Count 1379 732 1637 591 17 4356
% within Offense Group 31.7% 16.8% 37.6% 13.6% A% 100.0%
Offense Group2 Count 2096 1389 2575 876 44 6980
% within Offense Group 30.0% 19.9% 36.9% 12.6% .6% 100.0%
Total Count 3475 2121 4212 1467 61 11336
% within Offense Group 30.7% 18.7% 37.2% 12.9% 5% 100.0%
Presumptive Offense Groupl Count 3515 68 331 181 25 4120
% within Offense Group 85.3% 1.7% 8.0% 4.4% .6% 100.0%
Offense Group2 Count 672 31 109 39 1 852
% within Offense Group 78.9% 3.6% 12.8% 4.6% 1% 100.0%
Total Count 4187 99 400 220 26 4972
% within Offense Group 84.2% 2.0% 8.8% 4.4 .5% 100.0%

Group 1 offenses: Homicide, Robbery, CSC, Assault, Other Sex Offenses, Assaultive Other, Burglary, and Weapon Possession.
Group 2 offenses: Larceny, Fraud, Forgery/Embezzle, Motor Vehicle, Mal. Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3" and Other Non-Asslt.
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Table 1.5 Office of Community Corrections
Statewide OUIL 3 ™ Dispositions

Based Upon OMNI Data - Most Serious Offense per Dis __ position Date - No Record Exclusions

Statewide: OUIL 3rd Dispositions Rates by Guideline Group — Fiscal Year 2014

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
Guideline  SGL NA Count 45 29 11 4 1 90
% within Guideline 50.0% 32.2 12.2% 4.4% 1.1% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 64 125 1252 107 1 1549
% within Guideline 4.1% 8.1% 80.8% 6.9% 1% 100.0%
Straddle Count 336 64 527 45 0 972
% within Guideline 34.6% 6.6% 54.2% 4.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Presumptive Count 39 1 8 1 0 49
% within Guideline 79.6% 2.0% 16.3% 2.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 484 219 1798 157 2 2660
% within Guideline 18.2% 8.2% 67.6% 5.9% 1% 100.0%

Statewide: OUIL 3rd Dispositions Rates by Guideline Group - Fiscal Year 2013

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
Guideline  SGL NA Count 37 40 13 1 1 92
% within Guideline 42.2% 43.5% 14.1% 1.1% 1.1% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 93 125 1284 82 1 1585
% within Guideline 5.9% 7.9% 81.0% 5.2% 1% 100.0%
Straddle Count 362 63 555 44 0 1024
% within Guideline 35.4% 6.2% 54.2% 4.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Presumptive Count 40 1 5 0 0 46
% within Guideline 87.0% 2.2% 10.9% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 532 229 1857 127 2 2747
% within Guideline 19.4% 8.3% 67.6% 4.6% 1% 100.0%
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Statewide: OUIL 3 Dispos ition Rates by Guideline Group - Fiscal Year 2012

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
SGL NA Count 33 33 11 3 80
% in Guideline Group 41.3% 41.3% 13.8% 3.8% 100.0%
Intermediate  Count 90 124 1357 97 1668
% in Guideline Group 5.4% 7.4% 81.4% 5.8% 100.0%
Straddle Count 425 78 537 51 1 1092
% in Guideline Group 38.9% 7.1% 49.2% 4.7% 1% 100.0%
Presumptive Count 39 1 7 47
% in Guideline Group 83.0% 2.1% 14.9% 100.0%
Total Count 587 236 1912 151 1 2887
% in Guideline Group 20.3% 8.2% 66.2% 5.2% .0% 100.0%
Statewide: OUIL3 Disposition Rates by Guideline Gr  oup - Fiscal Year 2011
DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation  Other Total
Guideline SGL NA Count 45 24 13 5 0 87
Group % within Guideline Group 51.7% 27.6% 14.9% 5.7% 0% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 57 128 1509 108 1 1803
% within Guideline Group 3.2% 7.1% 83.7% 6.0% 1% 100.0%
Straddle Count 412 84 574 60 1 1131
% within Guideline Group 36.4% 7.4% 50.8% 5.3% 1% 100.0%
Presumptive Count 39 0 3 1 0 43
% within Guideline Group 90.7% .0% 7.0% 23 % .0% 100.0%
Total Count 553 236 2099 174 2 3064
% within Guideline Group 18.0% 7.7% 68.5% 5.7% 1% 100.0%
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Progress Toward Addressing Objectives and Prioritie S

In the past several years, the State has placed greater emphasis on the expansion of local sanctions in order to
allow communities to determine appropriate punishment for low level offenders who would otherwise be sent to
prison. The Department has partnered with local governments to revitalize and renew efforts to meet the goals
of Public Act 511 to reduce admissions to prison of nonviolent offenders, especially probation violators, and
improve the use of local jails. In previous years, the growth in prison intake has been driven by the increase of
technical probation violators and offenders sentenced to prison for two years or less -- the exact target
population for the Community Corrections Act and the priorities adopted by the State Board. The renewed
emphasis placed on the use of community-based sanctions/services for these target populations has resulted in
decreases in the overall prison commitment rates, prison commitments of straddle cell offenders and probation
violators.

Local jurisdictions continually review sentence recommendations and update probation violation response
guidelines consistent with Department policies in order to achieve a reduction in prison intake, improve jail
utilization, and maintain public safety. Further, local jurisdictions continue to update target populations, program
eligibility criteria for community corrections programs, and the range of sentencing options for these population
groups (i.e., straddle cell offenders with SGL prior record variables of 35 points or more, probation violators and
offenders sentenced to prison for two years or less). These target populations were a primary focus during the
review of local community corrections comprehensive plans and a key determinant for the recommendations of
funding in the past two fiscal years. As part of the FY 2014 Comprehensive Community Corrections Plans
review process, the Office of Community Corrections has required local jurisdictions to further reduce their
overall prison commitment rates by targeting offenders in the Group 2 offense categories (i.e. Larceny, Fraud,
Forgery/Embezzle, Motor Vehicle, Malicious Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3", and Other Non-Assaultive).

Multiple changes have been and continue to be made among counties to improve capabilities to reduce or
maintain prison commitments, increase emphasis on utilizing jail beds for higher risk cases, and reduce
recidivism. These changes include:

- Implementation of processes and instruments to quickly and more objectively identify low to high
risk cases at the pretrial stage.

- Implementation of instruments and processes to objectively assess needs of the higher risk
offenders.

- Utilization of the results of screening/assessments to assist in the selection of conditional release
options for pretrial defendants and conditions of sentencing.

- Development and implementation of policies within local jurisdictions to emphasize proportionality
in the use of sanctions/services, i.e., low levels of supervision and services for low risk offenders
and utilizing more intensive programming for the higher risk offenders.

- Implementation and expansion of cognitive behavioral-based programming with eligibility criteria
restricted to offenders that are at a higher risk of recidivism.

- Increased focus placed on continuity of treatment to ensure offenders are able to continue
participation in education, substance abuse, or other programming as they move among
supervision options such as jail, residential programs, etc.

The changes which are being made among the counties are consistent with the objectives and priorities
adopted by the State Board. They are also in sync with research which has demonstrated that prison and jail
commitment rates can be reduced and recidivism reduction can be achieved through effective case
differentiation based on risk, matching sanctions/services by objective assessments, proportional allocation of
supervision and treatment according to levels of risk/needs, and utilization of intensive (preferably cognitive
behavioral-based) programming for offenders at higher risk of recidivism.
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Priority Target Populations

The analysis of felony disposition data supports the selection of the priority target groups from the straddle cell
offenders and probation violators. Even though intermediate sanction cell offenders are not a major target
population for community corrections programs, sentencing policies and practices need to be examined in more
detail in counties where higher percentages of intermediate sanction offenders are sentenced to prison.
Although prison disposition rates on intermediate offenders are normally low on a percentage basis, a large
number of cases mean that even a fractional improvement statewide can amount to a significant change in
prison dispositions. OMNI Felony Disposition data show that the percentage of intermediate prison dispositions
decreased from 3.6% (956) in FY 2013 to 3.5% (912) in FY 2014 which accounted for 44 fewer prison
dispositions. The counties with high prison commitment rates for straddle cell or intermediate sanction cell
offenders are required to address these issues in their annual community corrections comprehensive plan and
application for funding.

In past years, the incarceration of probation violators who failed to comply with their conditions of probation had
been one of the primary reasons for the increase in Michigan’s prison population. Since 1999, probation
violators have been one of the primary target populations for community corrections funded programs. In 2002,
probation violators accounted for 38% of the total prison intake. As part of the Department’s Plan to Control
Prison Growth, the Department placed greater emphasis on this population and required the Office of
Community Corrections to increase the use of Public Act 511 programs to offer community sanctions and
treatment programs as an alternative to prison. In 2004, the number of probation violators sentenced to prison
declined by 5.7%. In FY 2014 probation violations accounted for 17.2% (1,868) of the total prison dispositions —
this represent 60 fewer probation violators being sentenced to prison compared to the previous year.
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PART 2

JAIL UTILIZATION

Section 8.4 of P.A. 511 explains that the purpose of the Act includes the participation of offenders who would
likely be sentenced to imprisonment in a state correctional facility or jail. Section 2 (c) defines “community
corrections program” as a program that is an alternative to incarceration in a state correctional facility or jail.
Through the years, as prison commitment rates decreased, and as a result of legislative changes, the role of
jails in the community corrections system has changed. This section examines the use of jails in Michigan as
part of the continuum of sanctions available in sentencing decisions.

The State Community Corrections Board has adopted priorities for jail use for community corrections. Each
CCAB is required to examine the jail management practices and policies as part of the annual community
corrections comprehensive plan and application for funds. Local policies/practices directly affect the availability
of jail beds which can be utilized for sentenced felons. Local jurisdictions have implemented a wide range of
policies/practices to influence the number and length of stay of different offender populations. The local
policies/practices include conditional release options for pretrial detainees, restrictions on population groups
which can be housed in the jail in order to reserve jail beds for offenders who are a higher risk to public safety,
earned release credits (i.e., reduction in jail time for participation in in-jail programming), and structured
sentencing.

Due to the high number of straddle cell offenders sentenced to prison, the State Community Corrections Board
has targeted this population as a priority population for community corrections. During FY 2011, 55.9% (6,333:
2,121 jail only — 4,212 jail/probation split) of the straddle cell dispositions included a jail term compared to 55.5%
(6,333: 2,137 jail only — 4,196 jail/probation split) in FY 2014. It should be noted that offenders sentenced to a
jail/probation split sentenced may have their jail term deferred to the end of their probation term and suspended
if probation is successfully completed.

A jail sentence is also a key sanction used for probation violators. Local probation response guides often
include jail time along with additional local sanctions imposed, including programs funded by community
corrections. Jail crowding issues can impact the use of jails and availability of beds for alternative sanctions for
different felony offender target groups, such as straddle cell offenders, probation violators, and even
intermediate sanction offenders. The use of jail beds for serious felony offenders is an issue when jail crowding
occurs.

Community corrections programs have been established to impact the amount of jail time that offenders serve.
Program policies have been established so that program participation and successful completion of programs
lead to decreased lengths of stay in jail.

Jail Statistics Overview

Michigan has jails in 81 of its 83 counties. County jail capacity statewide was 15,826 beds in 1998 and the
current capacity is 19,635. The capacity has decreased by 1,849 beds since 2009 due to Ingham (64), Kent
(122), Macomb (200), Oakland (460) and Wayne (1,003) beds being closed. Allegan (325), Kalamazoo (172),
Muskegon (102), and Sanilac (44) have a total of 643 beds under construction.

The majority of the county jails have been electronically submitting jail utilization and inmate profile data to the
State since 1998. Collectively, these county data inputs comprise the Jail Population Information System (JPIS).
Jail reporting from year-to-year has been less than uniform in jail representation due to issues such as jails
changing jail management systems, but data since 1998 indicates the percent of total capacity reported has
been on the increase. In 2005, over 92% of statewide county jail capacity was reported by 73 of the 81 jails. In
2011, the Department entered into a contractual agreement with Northpointe, Inc. to implement the COMPAS
Case Manager System statewide which includes a centralized data reporting system for the Jail Population
Information System. CY 2012 and CY 2013 data has been produced from the new system and reported in this
document. CY 2014 data, however, is not currently available beyond the JPIS Statewide report. It has been
determined that only thirty-three (33) of the county jails are correctly uploading local data into the system —
these jails account for 10,889 (55.5%) of the total 19,635 jail beds statewide. Therefore, the data should not be
considered complete. In addition to counties not uploading their data, several system/vendor changes have
significantly impacted JPIS reporting.
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Jails play a vital role in the sanctioning process, and one of the stated purposes of JPIS is to provide information
to support coherent policy making. Using JPIS data, the State and CCABs can track jail utilization, study
utilization trends, examine characteristics of offenders being sent to jail, and evaluate specific factors affecting
jail utilization. Such analysis can lead to potential alternatives to incarceration and result in formulation of other
objectives to improve utilization (i.e., reduce jail crowding, change offender population profiles, reduce the
average length of stay). Further, the data can be used to monitor the utilization of the jails before and after
various policies, practices, procedures or programming are implemented.

Recognizing that all counties are not represented in data submissions and periodically some counties’ data may
not be up-to-date, statewide summary reports do not completely represent State figures or State totals;
however, input from rural, urban, and metropolitan counties is included and such reports should present a
reasonable and useful representation.

The following tables present statewide summary reports compiled from JPIS data for CY 2010 through CY 2014.
The reports categorize the offenders housed in jails by their crime class and legal status (i.e.,
felons/misdemeanants and sentenced/unsentenced) and indicate the number of offenders housed, average
daily populations, average lengths of stay, and the number of releases upon which lengths of stay are based.

The first section of the reports focuses on felons and misdemeanants that originated in the reporting counties,
the part of the jail population comprised of offenders boarded in (for the State, Federal government, other
counties, tribal or other jurisdictions) and “other” offenders (those held on writs, etc.). The following sections
focus on target populations, offender distribution by objective classification and a listing of the overall top ten
offense categories for the State — based on the percentage of jail capacity utilized.

In the statewide reports, both the sections on top ten offenses and targeted populations indicate that arrests for
alcohol related offenses and felony probation violators use has significantly declined over the past few years.
This may be attributed to community corrections programs targeting these populations which have improved jail
utilization.

CY 2010, CY 2012, CY 2013 and CY 2014 JPIS Data

Tables 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4 present statewide Jail Population Information System (JPIS) data for CY 2010
through CY 2014. JPIS submission cessation during introduction of new jail management systems can cause
variations in reporting figures.

JPIS data shows the following trends in jail capacity utilization statewide by specific populations:

CY 2010 | CY 2011 | CY 2012 | CY 2013 | CY 2014
Felons unsentenced during their time in jail: 28.3% NA 41.8% 32.1% 31.7%
Misdemeanants unsentenced during their time in jail: 11.1% NA 13.7% 11.7% 13.5%
Parole Violators: 6.9% NA 2.5% 1.8% 1.5%
Felony Circuit Probation Violators: 5.1% NA 1.1% 0.8% 0.5%
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JPIS CY 2010

Statewide Statewide's Latest Submission: 12/16/2010
2010
Jan thru  Oct Months of Data: 10
Average Daily Populations No Status Change Sentenced After Admission Total Offenders
Offenders ADP ADP %Of | ADP%Of | ADP %Of Releases AvVLOS Releases | AVLOS |[|Releases AVLOS AVLOS ||Releases AvVLOS
on Housed Housed + | Reporting Only Only Part Part Overall Overall
Housed Record Bd Out Jails Presentenced Sentenced Presentenced | Sentenced
Regular Inmates * In Slatewide Totalsli Bdfarded Out Offpnders Are
Unsentenced Felons 51,758 3,659.5 28.3% Already Cpuntedas(Byaried|IndomAOthdr 22.8 46,799 22.8
Unsentenced Misdemeanants 84,425 1,439.0 11.1% 9.8% 82,652 55 82,652 5.5
Sentenced Felon {prior to admission} 13,850 2,008.2 15.5% 13.7% 10,944 45.9 10,944 45.9
Sentenced Felon {after admission} 9,349 1,906.6 14.7% 13.0% 9,349 47.5 47.2 9,349 94.7
Sentenced Misd {prior to admission} 24,371 1,380.2 10.7% | Counties” 9.4% 22,290 17.4 22,290 17.4
Sentenced Misd {after admission} 11,251 1,063.4 8.2% 7.3% 11,251 12.9 25.0 11,251 37.9
Boarded In 0.0
DOC 6,612 408.8 3.2% 2.8% 3,540 18.5 2,578 25.2 224 26.9 39.2 6,342 22.9
Federal 6,575 480.3 3.7% 3.3% 5,943 23.5 34 30.0 38 28.6 30.5 6,015 23.7
Other Counties 4,305 239.5 1.8% 1.6% 1,625 11.8 2,370 21.7 81 33.9 44.9 4,076 18.9
Other 6,770 361.7 2.8% 2.5% 4,795 10.9 916 28.3 663 23.1 32.7 6,374 18.1
Total Housed 219,266 12,947.2 100.0% 88.6%]| |(145,354 12.4 39,132 3.0 21,606 28.4 35.1 206,092 20.4
Jail Capacity 14,617.0
Targeted Y%of ADP %of
Jails' Targeted's Reporting
Target Pogulations ok Capacity Capacity Jails
Felony Alcohol Related Arrests 3,436 381.1 15,583.1 2.4% 2.6% 1,809 16.5 912 55.2 372 51.7 53.5 3,093 38.6
Parole Violators 8,105 642.6 9,338.5 6.9% 4.4% 4,078 24.9 2,951 23.3 564 315 39.7 7,593 27.7
Felony Circuit Court Probation Violators 8,404 681.5 13,394.5 5.1% 4.7% 3,987 14.4 1,959 21.8 1,794 16.2 41.2 7,740 26.3

** ADP %of Capacity for Target Populations is based on the jail capacity of the counties reporting the target offense.

Objective Classification of Felon Population (Max =1) Unk 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Housed Non-Boarders Per Level 38.8% 5.6% 5.5% 10.7% 10.5% 7.2% 15.9% 3.4% 2.3%
Top Ten Offense Categories by Percentage of Jail Capacity Utilized
Rank [ ADP %Of [Arrest Charge Code*** Crime Description Offenders Releases | AVLOS
Capacity Class on Overall Overall
Record
1 4.7% Various F Probation Violators 8,404 7,740 26.3
2 4.4% ParV F Parole Violators 8,105 7,593 27.7
3 3.5% Various 0 Federal Offenders 6,539 5,981 23.7
4 3.4% Various M Alcohol Related Arrests 19,077 18,635 8.2
5 2.8% Various M Probation Violators 5,195 4,735 23.1
6 2.6% Various F Alcohol Related Arrests 3,436 3,093 38.6
7 1.7% P750.812 M DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 6,902 6,712 11.4
8 1.6% Various 0 Offenders from Other Counties 4,143 3,923 18.5
9 1.3% P333.74032A5 F CONT. SUB. - POSSESS LESS THAN 25 GRAMS 2,193 1,993 29.8
10 1.3% P750.529 F ROBBERY - ARMED 807 619 92.5
e Eharge Code Prefixes: P for PACC code, M for MCL Code, or U for UCRIMICR Arrest Code
State Wide Jail Capacities**** State Wide Jails Reporting (Two Counties w/o Jails)
Reporting All Jails Percent Counties Counties Percent
Jails Reported Reporting with Jails Reporting
14,617.0 19,431.4 75.2% 54 81 66.7%

*** Fractional jail capaciﬁes due to mid-year jail construction.

Table 2.2
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JPIS CY 2012
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Sar. Misd {afar mdmémsion 835  BIT  9.09%  8.09%  5.03% 19 £80 5.5 18 1216
Bk
coc 04 24 2200 2,2% L.53% o o o ] o a o L] 0
Faderal 4 318 34% 335 1A% o o @ o 0 [} 0 a 0
‘Dtfur Counthm an o0 10.98M: 0.597% 0.54%: a (1] a D o 1} o o 0
e SEE SHE  B.4% 6.33% 3.54% 3B 156E4.47 1 15 2z 15 3 4l 1344
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0l Capacity 16597
Target Populstions
Pty Akochot Arrtn: 2 I 00Z% 00I%  0AIW ] ] o ] 0 (] o a 0
Parcia kst B 73 154% 25I% La% o o L] 0 0 [ 0 ] 0
Plory et Casars, Prvis, Wik @ B L% 107% 0.6% ] ] o ] 0 (] o a 0
Last Submission Date: None  Months of Data: 0
Objective Classification of Felon Population: Housed Non-Boarders Per Level
Umnk: 1: 2: 3 4: 5z 6 7: 8:
&% 10% 5% 20% 15% % 33% 2% 0%
T@Tmpﬂéimecataaniﬁshy'u&mane of Jail Capacity Utilized
A5 oty Erima Clane Ol s o et alnsmes Dverst s
1.96%: Ko Offense fumnd 335 SHBE 13.01
132% F ROBEERY ARMED 219 1910 10675
102% F PROBATION VIOLATION 169 £08% 613
.B8% F Parsie Vinlatars 146 510 42.03
0B5% F FELONIDUS ASSAULT 142 1966 35.66
064k F US012-PROBATION VIGLATION 139 1940 3406
067% F CONT, SUB. - POSSESS LESS THAN 111 017 34.04
064 F ASSLT WYINT TO COMMIT MURDER 197 627 11442
0.62% M Probaticn Violators 103 2537 30.09
0&% F Probation Violators 99 1543 3875
State Wide Jail Capcitias: State Wide Jail Reporting:
Reporting Jails All Jails Percent Reported Counties Reporting Counties With Jails Parcent Reporting

Table: 2.3
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JPIS CY 2013
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JPIS CY 2014
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PART 3

PROGRAM UTILIZATION

Community corrections programs are expected to contribute to local goals and objectives concerning
prison commitments and/or jail utilization of their respective counties. Appropriate program policies and
practices must be implemented for programs to serve as diversions from prison or jail, or as treatment
programs that reduce the risk of recidivism.

To impact prison commitment and jail utilization rates, specific target populations have been identified
due to the high number of these offenders being sentenced to prison or jail. It is not possible to
individually identify offenders that would have been sentenced to prison or jail if alternative sanctions or
treatment programs were not available. But as a group, evidence can be presented to support their
designation as a target population.

National research® has shown that appropriately targeted and administered cognitive restructuring and
substance abuse programs reduce recidivism. Community corrections funds have been used to fund
these types of programs based upon these national studies.

Further, supporting information is available concerning the impact of community corrections sanctions
and programs on jail utilization. It is possible to identify local sentencing policies that specify that jail time
will be decreased based upon an offender's participation or completion of community corrections
programs.

Enrolled Offenders and Outcomes

The Department entered into a contractual agreement with Northpointe, Inc. to implement the COMPAS
Case Manager System statewide — this new system merged CCIS data into a statewide centralized
website. The data system has increased the department’s efficiencies and enhanced the State’s and local
community corrections data reporting capabilities. The data below represents data using the new system.

This section presents information relative to offenders enrolled into community corrections programs
during FY 2014 and FY 2015 through March 31, 2015. In the following tables, an offender can be
represented in more than one category, since he or she may be enrolled in multiple programs. It should
be noted that “successful outcomes” and “percent successful” is based on program terminations occurring
during the report period. Information that can be determined through examination of the tables includes
the following:

« Table 3.1, indicates that from October 01 through September 30 of FY 2014 a total of 52,230
offenders accounted for 78,018 enroliments in programs funded by community corrections —
89.32% of the program outcomes have been successful. Felony offenders accounted for the
majority of reported enrollments — 89.82% of felony offender program outcomes have been
successful.

« Table 3.2, indicates that FY 2014 specific program successful outcomes were: Case Management 67.8%,
Community Service 81.0%; Substance Abuse 78.6%, Group Programming (i.e. education, employment, life
skills, cognitive, domestic violence, sex offender, substance abuse and other group services) 73.6% and
Supervision Services (i.e. day reporting, intensive supervision, electronic monitoring and pretrial supervision)
83.5%.

« Table 3.3, indicates that from October 01 through March 31 of FY 2015 a total of 26,359 offenders
accounted for 37,068 enrollments in programs funded by community corrections — 88.76% of the
program outcomes have been successful. Felony offenders accounted for the majority of reported
enrollments — 88.67% of felony offender program outcomes have been successful.

¢« Table 3.4, indicates that FY 2015 specific program successful outcomes were: Case Management
70.9, Community Service 82.6%; Substance Abuse 81.1%, Group Programming (i.e. education,
employment, life skills, cognitive, domestic violence, sex offender, substance abuse and other
group services) 76.1% and Supervision Services (i.e. day reporting, intensive supervision,
electronic monitoring and pretrial supervision) 84.2%.

lAndrews, D. A. & Bonta, James (2003) The Psychology of Criminal Conduct Cincinnati, Ohio: Anderson Publishing
Co.
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Table 3.1
State Summary of Program Participants

by Crime Class & Legal Status
With Percents of Successful Outcomes

P.A. 511 Funded
Fiscal Year 2014
Number of Offenders in Programming Mumber of Program Enrollments and Outcomes
Mumber Of Program Successtul N f
Offenders o Enrollments Outcomes Mo l
Felons
Unsentenced: 10039 28.76% 16029 14528 91.58%
Sentenced: 24869 71.24% 35665 33145 B89.07%
Total: 34908 100.00% 51694 47673 B89.82%
Misdemeanants
Unsentenced: 5656 36.33% o410 54209 91.57%
Santenced: 11666 63.67% 16914 15106 B87.29%
Total: 18322 100.00% 26324 23535 B88.32%
Total
Unsentenced: 16695 31.36% 23439 22957 32.249%
Sentenced: 36535 65.64% 52579 45251 b7.76%
Total: 53230 100.00% 78018 71208 89.32%
Table 3.2
State Summary of Program Enrollments
by Crime Class & Legal Status
With Percents of Successful Outcomes
P.A. 511 Funded
Fiscal Year 2014
Number of Enrollments Percent Successiul
Type of New Unsentenced Sentenced Unsentenced Sentenced | Overall
Program  [Enroliments|  Felony Misd Felony Misd Felony | Misd | Felony | Misd
ICase Management 2384 96 72 1421 793 62.5% |58.9%| 65.8% | 72.8%| 67.8%
[Community Service A4 72 75 3951 4949 | 60.2% | 74.6%| 83.6% | 79.0%| 81.0%
[Employment & Training 315 37 2 205 74| 60.5% |066.7%| B2.0% |65.4% | 72.3%
[Gubstance Abuse 1697 625 37 428 238 | 88.2% | 75.6% | 74.9% |63.7%| 78.6%
Ither 2142 152 114 1215 661 | 60.1% |40.5%| 67.4% |B80.7%| 69.3%
IDDIR 711 43 2 662 S| 100.0% |100.0% 98.8% | 80.0% | 98.8%
[Group Programming Q607 679 154 6953 1821)| 73.3% | 69.0%| 75.8% | 79.5% | 76.3%
[Supervision Services 12365 4076 2218 2985 3089 | 80.7% | 774% ] 85.5% |89.2% ] B83.2%
Assessment Saivices 24795 9178 6192 6390 3035 | 98.4% |99.4%| 99.1% | 99.1%| 9